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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-1. Please refer to Library Reference LR-I-157. Please provide: 

(a) The data set LTV.FLAT.DATA in PC-readable form (i.e., either on Compact Disk or 3 
inch floppies), a listing of its properties, and descriptor/identification for each of its 
fields. 

(b) If not on the data set LTV.FLAT.DATA. the sample weights for each observation in 
LTV.FLAT.DATA and used to perform the analyses described in your testimony. 

RESPONSE: 

(a) and (b) Docket No. R97-1. USPS LR-H-137 presents the requested data set, listing 

of properties, and descriptor/identifications. LTV.FLAT.DATA is stored on a floppy disk 

located on the back cover of this LR. 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-2. Please refer to the FYI998 City Carrier Cost System. Please 
provide for each stop type (SDR, MDR, and BAM): 

(a) The estimated total annual number of actual and possible stops in 
the USPS system. 

(b) The estimated total annual number of actual and possible deliveries in the USPS 
system. 

(c) The average possible stops coverage figure. 

(d) The average possible deliveries coverage figure. 

RESPONSE: 

(a) Estimated total annual actual and possible stops by stop type are as follows: 

STOP TYPE ACTUAL STOPS POSSIBLE STOPS COVERAGE 
SDR 12,802,475,000 13,774,754,000 92.94% 
MDR 1,150,772,000 1,181.930,000 97.36% 
BAM 1,288,917,000 1,433,325,000 89.92% 

(b) Estimated total annual actual and possible deliveries by stop type are as follows: 

STOP TYPE ACTUAL DELIVERIES POSSIBLE DELIVERIES COVERAGE 
SDR 12,802,475,000 13,774.754,000 92.94% 
MDR 7,419,487,000 8,933,328,000 83.05% 
BAM 1,555,233.000 _ 1,660,615,000 93.65% 

(c) The average possible stops coverage figure. 

See the last column of the table presented in part (a). 

(d) The average possible deliveries coverage figure. 
,* 

See the last column of the table presented in part (b). 
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MPA/USPS-T12-3. Please refer to the FY 1987 through FY 1997 Cii Cost System. 
Please provide for each stop type: 

(a) The estimated total annual number of actual and possible stops in the USPS 
system. 

(b) The estimated total annual number of actual and possible deliveries in the USPS 
system. 

(c) The average possible stops coverage figure. 

(e) The average possible deliveries coverage figure. 

RESPONSE: 

I haven’t performed this analysis. 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-4. Please refer to Library Reference LR l-l 58. Please provide: 

(a) The data sets CURBSAS. FOOTSAS, and LOOPSAS in PC-readable form (i.e., 
either on Compact Disk or 3 0 inch floppies), a listing of their properties, and a 
descriptor/identification for each of their fields. 

(b) If not on each of the data sets, the sample weights for each observation in those 
data sets and used to perform the analyses described in your testimony. 

RESPONSE: 

(a) and (b) These data sets have been copied into the PC-readable files CURB.DATA, 

FOOT.DATA, and LOOP.DATA, and are stored on diskettes. These diskettes have 

been included as part of a new library reference, USPS LR-I-218, to be filed shortly. 

(b) I am unaware of any sample weights. 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-5. Please refer to Library Reference LR l-159. As to the National 
System of City Routes, please list all the other data variables, by route, 
contained in ALDRAN.HQ059TOI .CITY,PQ4FY97. 

RESPONSE: 

FIN-NO 

PO-NAME 

POZIP 

AREA 

CAG 

AUXIND 

BFBOX 

DROPCNT 

Finance number to which the route is assigned. 

Name of the post office, i.e. finance number, to which the route is 
assigned. 

ZIP Code in which the route’s post office is located. 

Code identifying the area in which the route’s finance number is 
located. 

The Cost Ascertainment Group to which the route’s finance number 
is assigned. 

A one character code that is equal to ‘Y’ if the route is an auxiliary 
route, and ‘N’ otherwise. An auxiliary route is a part-time route. 

The number of business deliveries on the route that are made to 
post office boxes that are located in postal facilities. 

The count of mail drop points on the route. 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-6. Question: Please refer to Library Reference LR I-l 59. As to the 
National System of Cii Routes, please provide the following for the USPS total system 
of route%separately for each of the ten regions: 

(a) In PQ4 FY97, number of 3-D zips and, separately, 5-D zips with city carrier routes. 

(b) Per ALDRAN.HQ059TOI .CITY,PQ4FY97, number of city carrier routes where the 
primary mode of delivery is: 

l Foot 
l Park& Loop 
l Curbline 
l Dismount 
l Other 
l Cannot be determined. 

(c) Number of city carrier routes in ALDRAN.HQ059TOI.PQ4FY97 classified by 
ES.CNTL as: 

l Foot 
0 Park& Loop 
l Curbline 
l Dismount 
l Other 
l Cannot be determined. 

(d) As to each route delivery mode category in the previous subsection, please provide 
also, the average number of: 

Residential curb deliveries 
Residential NDCBU deliveries 
Residential centralized deliveries 
Residential other deliveries 
Business curb deliveries 
Business NDCBU deliveries 
Business centralized deliveries 
Business other deliveries. 
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MPAIUSPS-TI2-6(e). As to each route type listed in the previous subsection, please 
provide also the number of possible: 

Residential curb deliveries 
Residential NDCBU deliveries 
Residential centralized deliveries 
Residential other deliveries 
Business curb deliveries 
Business NDCBU deliveries 
Business centralized 
Business other deliveries. 

RESPONSE: 

(4 

AREA NAME 
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NUMBER OF 5-D ZIP CODES WITH CITY ROUTES BY AREA 
NUMBER OF 5-D ZIP 

AREA AREA NAME CODES WITH CITY 
ROUTES 

W 
NUMBER OF CITY ROUTES BY AREA AND DELIVERY MODE 

I I I NUMBER OF CITY 

,“.-. 
.. _. tro ICurblinc A INew YorK Me 

A INew York tr0 

464 

1 5,604 
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NUMBER OF CITY ROUTES BY AREA AND DELIVERY MODE 
I I I NUMBER OF CITY 

J 

J IGreat Lakes 
K khaital Metro __r~~_~ ~~~.~~~ 

K Capital Metro DirlNV 

K Capital Metro F0 

K Capital Metro 01’ 
K [Capital Metro 
TOTAL .I 

lrark 8 Loop 3.475 
166,107 

(c) ES.CNTL does not define route types as described in this interrogatory. The 

following roite types are defined in ES.CNTL. 

l Foot 

. Residential Park 81 Loop and Mixed Park 8 Loop 

. Residential Cut% and Mixed Curb 

. Business Motorized 
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The following answer is based upon these route types: 

NUMBER OF ROu 
AREA ME4 NAME 

A New York MS 

A New York M-- 

A New York Mab 

A New York 

A New York Mefi 

A 
B 
B ,.“I Y .!a”.- 

B North-s 

B Norlt 

B Noru.“- 
n 

TES - 
AREA AND ROUTt 

ROUTE TYPE 
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,,.Jential Loop 
‘lential Curb 

,..,.c_ d Loop 
I--. dCurb 
,,““.nass Motorized 

3,219 
1.447 

214 
07 
96 

166,107 

(d) 
AVERAGE NUMBER OF POSSIBLE RESIDENTIAL DELIVERIES PER ROUTE 

BY AREA AND DELIVERY MODE 
RESIDENl 

AREA AREA NAME 
DELIVERY RES;TkylAL 

MODE CEI 
_ ~~ ‘IAL RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 

--. .- _ -~UTRALlZED NDCBU OTHER 

101 46 

c.” -. 

.,,bline 315 32 47 

“-mount 80 79 77 152 
,rudt 10 77 7 341 

55 45 26 118 

36 58 19 315 
,‘.a”“.zLvv)J 
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AVERAGE NUMBER OF PC 
BYA 

AREA I AREANAME IDE 

I .- I 

er 461 1111 2 98 

.$%kletro IPark 8 206 . Loop1 291 1151 391 
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(d) Continued 

: POSSIBLE BUSII 

-- 
5 1 3 21 _.... J 

mount IL 2 4 4 

A 
0 3 0 50 . ..““_ ,. 

. . . ” 1 45 

ND DELlVERY MODE 

H (Southeast 
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i NUMBER OF POSSIBLE BUSINESS DELIVERIES PER ROUTE 
BY AREA AND DELIVERY MODE (Continued) 

AREA AREA NAME DELIVERY BUSINESS BUSINESS BUSINESS BUSINESS 

MODE CURB CENTRALIZED NDCBU OTHER 
,.,a..,-* 6 2 2. 19 

3 7 3 57 
!u 

(e) As noted in subsection (c), above, ES.CNTL does not define route types as described 

in this interrogatory. The following route types are defined in ES.CNTL. 

. Foot 

. Residential Park & Loop and Mixed Park & Loop 

. Residential Curb and Mixed Curb 

. Business Motorized 

The following answer is based upon these route types: 
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K Capital Metro Mixed Loop 436 1,615 1.212 24.060 
K Capital Metro Mixed curb 405 1,128 1,225 6,747 
K Capital Metro Business 16 1,322 655 10,201 

Motorized 
TOTAL 477,707 486.550 464,454 5,649.250 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-6. Please confirm that ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA contains 
observations taken during PQs I, 2, and 3 of PFY 1996 and PQs 1 and 2 of PFY 
1996. If this is incorrect, please identify the period over which the data set was 
collected. 

RESPONSE: 

Not confirmed. ALDRAN.FOS.STS.DATA contains observations taken from PFY 1997 

- QTR 1 through PFY 1996 - QTR 3. 
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MPAAJSPS-T12-9. Please refer to your Testimony at page 13, lines 2-4. at which YOU 
reject the Crowder analysis “precisely because g(V/S) is a very poor approximation of 
i due to substantial non-linearity in the load-time regressions.” Please identify which 
load-time regressions are being referred to here and who performed these regressions, 
on which data and when. 

RESPONSE: 

The load-time regressions being referred to are the regressions estimated by the Postal 

Rate Commission in Docket No. R90-1, PRC Lib Ref 9, Analysis of Variability for Cii 

Delivery Carrier Street Load Time (Part Ill of Ill), Workpaper 5. The Commission used 

data from the LTV.FLAT.DATA file referred to in question 1 to produce the regressions. 

These data were obtained from the 1965 load time test. 

22 
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MPAIUSPS-TI2-10. Please refer to your Testimony at page 13, lines 2-4. Please 
provide precise scientific definitions for the following expressions, in terms of statistical 
methods and measurement: 

(a) g(V/S) is a Very poor approximation.” 

(b) “substantial non-linearity.” 

RESPONSE: 

(a) In its Docket No. R97-1 Decision at page 179, paragraph 3234, the Postal Rate 

Commission stated: 

It is true that models that use average values for the independent variable under 

investigation are only approximations of models that attempt to account for the 

specific distribution pattern of the independent variable across a sample. They 

are close approximations, however, where the function is well behaved. The 

elemental variability function is such a function. 

I have added emphasis to the words “close approximations” in this quotation. My 

intended definition of the term “close approximation” is the same definition that the 

Commission is using in this quotation. Since the Commission did not explicitly state a 

definition based on “statistical methods and measurement,” I infer that it was choosing 

to apply the common dictionary definition of the term “close approximation.” 

Accordingly, I choose to interpret “close approximation” as meaning “almost identical” or 

“almost equal.“’ 

The reason this is important is that I also interpret the term “very poor 

approximation” as meaning “not a close approximation,” or “nowhere near a close 

approximation.” Thus, my statement that g(W) is a very poor approximation of i is a 

’ Th American Heritaae Dictionarv of the Enalish Lanouaae, S.V. ‘approximate.” 
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statement that g(V/S) is not a close approximation of i , meaning, specifically, that 

g(V/S) is not almost identical to, or not almost equal to r. 

(b) Within the context of my statement in lines 24 at page 13 of my Testimony, the non- 

-- 
linearity of each regression equation means that in the neighborhood of (K,&,VP,Vc), 

where VT is average letters per stop, & is average flats per stop, VP is average parcels 

per stop, and vc is average collections per stop, and where g(V/S) can be viewed as 

load time predicted at these average volumes per stop, the regression is strictly 

concave or strictly convex. Linear equations are, by definition, neither strictly concave 

nor strictly convex. Substantial non-linearity means that the degree of the strict 

concavity or convexity is too large to justily concluding that there is no strict concavity or 

strict convexity. For definitions of strict concavity and convexity, see Alpha C. Chang, 

Fundamental Methods of Mathematical Economics, McGraw-Hill Book Company, 3’ 

Edition, 1964, at 340-348. The concept of a neighborhood as used in my reference to a 

neighborhood of (v‘,&,v,,vc) is the same concept as that used by Alpha C. Chang at 

page 206 of this citation. 

24 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-11. Please refer to your Testimony at page 16, lines 6-9. Please 

confirm that your statement that: ” The more P deviates from g (V/S), the greater is the 

non-linearity’ appears to ignore the usual data validity and probability measurement 

concerns of regression analysis. If you do not confirm, please explain why. 

RESPONSE: 

I cannot answer, as I do not know precisely what is meant by “the usual data validity 

and probability measurement concerns of regression analysis” in this context. 

25 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-12. Please identify what your usual statistical acceptance “rules of 
thumb” are for test statistics in your econometric/regression work for the USPS, for: 

(a) F-test 

(b) t-test 

(c) adjusted coefficient of determination, and 

(9 other relevant test statistics (please list). 

RESPONSE: 

(a) An F value that is high enough to fall within the upper 5% tail of the F distribution is 

sufficiently high to justify rejection of the null hypothesis that the coefficients of the 

relevant set of regressors being tested are jointly zero. 

(b) A t value that is high enough to fall within the upper or lower 5% tails of the t 

distribution is sufficient to justify rejection of the null hypothesis that the coefficient of 

the regressor being tested is zero. 

(c) I do not recognize any “rule of thumb” regarding the adjusted coefficient of 

determination. Sometimes analysts use regressions with low adjusted coefficients of 

determination. They may regard these regressions as valid because the estimated 

coefficients for the regressors in the model have very high t statistics, and because 

the missing variables that would explain the large unexplained variation still 

remaining are considered to be unwrrelated with the existing regressors. 

Conversely, analysts sometimes reject regressions that have high adjusted 

coefficients of determination. They may do so~because they regard the estimated 

coefficients for the regressors that are most critical to their investigation as 

26 
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counterintuitive, operationally indefensible, or statistically unreliable. There may be 

other reasons as well. 

(d) I cannot answer without further specification of the other relevant statistics for which 

you want me to provide rules of thumb. 

27 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-13. Please refer to your Testimony at page 17, lines 13-l 5, where 

you describe a 2.61% discrepancy between f and e (V/S) as being a liberal 

interpretation of the linearity assumption. Please state what you would have considered 

a “good fV (e.g. 1 .OO%), and why. 

RESPONSE: 

As I also observed at page 17, lines 13-15 of my Testimony, the 2.61% discrepancy 

equates to a $21 .OOO.OOO discrepancy. I would regard a discrepancy of less than 

$1 ,OOO,OOO as small enough to justii interpreting the regression as a sufficiently close 

approximation to a linear equation to justify using it as such. 

This choice of $1 ,OOO,OOO as the cutoff point is strictly my professional judgment. 

28 
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MPAIUSPS-TP-14. Please refer to your Testimony at page 26 and footnote 35. If 
you were to eliminate the RUNUM variable from the quadratic equation (12) how would 
you expect the elasticities, t-statistics and other test results to change, if at all? 

RESPONSE: 

It is not clear whether the premise of this question is that I would (1) first eliminate the 

RUNUM variable and then reestimate the regression on the remaining regressors, or 

(2) view those RUNUM coefficients that have high standard errors as equaling zero, and 

then recalculate elasticities using the remaining regression terms, as currently 

estimated. Footnote 35 on page 26 of my Testimony discusses only the second of 

these two options. Under this second premise, the t-statistics and other test results 

would not change; the elasticities would change by very small amounts. 

29 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-15. Please state whether a test run such as that mentioned in question 
14 has been performed by you or others on either quadratic (12) or interaction model 
(13). If affirmative, please state what the results were and they affected the elasticity 
estimates. 

RESPONSE: 

Having assumed that the second premise of my answer to question 14 is correct, I 

reestimated the elasticities after setting ‘high-standard-error” RUNUM coefficients equal 

to zero. The new elasticity estimates are shown in the table below next to my proposed 

elasticity estimates, which are the ones presented in Docket No. R97-1, USPS-T-17 at 

page 62 and USPS LR-H-141 at pages 13,56, and 77. Observe that new estimates are 

calculated for only curb and foot routes. Since all the RUNUM coefficients in the park & 

loop equation are statistically significant, none of these coefficients is set equal to zero. 

Route Group Stop Type 
CURB SDR 
CURB MDR 
CURB BAM 
FOOT SDR 
FOOT MDR 
FOOT BAM 

Proposed Elasticity Estimates Derived After 
Elasticity Setting RUNUM Coefficients with High 
Estimates Standard Errors Equal to Zero 
,494 .492 
,487 .4ed 
.498 .495 
598 593 
.597 .595 
,598 .59fi 
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MPAAJSPS-Tl2-16. Please refer to your testimony at page 27, lines 17-19. Please 
state whether it is your view that the use of the variable RUNUWRTYPEj is wholly 
responsible for the “negative, unrealistically low, or unrealistically high” route specific 

elasticities you describe. or whether there exist other factors besides equation design 
and variable choice that might be relevant here. If other factors besides equation design 
and variable choice are relevant, please state which factors and why. 

RESPONSE: 

I believe the reason numerous route-specific elasticities are operationally implausible is 

that the interactions model uses only five or fewer data points to estimate a separate set 

of three regression coefficients for each individual route -one coefficient for the 

intercept, one for the STOPS variable, and one for the STOPS2 variable. The 

substantial loss of degrees of freedom resulting from this use of only five or fewer data 

points per set of three coefficients virtually guarantees unstable and imprecise 

coefficient estimates. This imprecision is, in turn, translated into highly unreliable 

estimates for the route-specific derivatives and running times, and for the elasticities 

derived from those derivatives and running times. 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-17. Please state whether the curious range of elasticity estimates from 
the interactive equation (13) results arise from error% in the data collected from one-third 
of the MDR stops surveyed, or some other data collection/cleaning problems at the 
micro level. 

RESPONSE: 

The curious range of elasticity estimates results from a methodology that uses only five 

or fewer data points to estimate three regression parameters for each of 161 curbline 

routes, 77 foot routes, and 199 park & loop routes. As noted in my response to 

question 16. these three parameters are the route-specific intercept, STOPS, and 

STOPS’ coefficients. 

Specifically, the interactions model uses only five data points to estimate this 

three-coefficient parameter set for each of 76 out of a total of 77 foot routes. For the 

77m foot route, it uses only four data points to estimate the parameter set. Similarly, the 

interactions model uses five data points to estimate this parameter set for each of 197 

out of 199 park 8 loop routes. For the 198’ and 199” park & loop route, it again uses 

only four data points to estimate the parameter set. Finally, the interactions model uses 

five data points to estimate the parameter set for each of 161 curbline routes. 

32 



RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS BARON TO INTERROGATORIES OF 
THE MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS OF AMERICA 

MPAIUSPS-T12-16. Please refer to your Testimony at page 33, footnote 43, at which 
you state that: “the A.T. Keamey study recommended that the Postal Service consider 
using these data to update its segment 7 cost analysis.” Please state whether you are 
referring to recommendation 12 on page 56 of the Data Quality Study, Technical Report 
#/4. April 16. 1999. If affirmative, please specify your interpretation of this 
recommendation. 

RESPONSE: 

I am referring to the recommendations made on pages 5556 of the Data Quality Study, 

Technical Report # 4, Aprfll6,1999. These recommendations include, but are not 

limited to the recommendation 12 on page 56. I am interpreting the entire discussion on 

pages 55 and 56 as constituting a proposal that the Postal Service seriously consider 

using the Delivery Redesign data in its Segment 7 cost analyses as soon as those data 

become available. 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-19. Please state whether you have reviewed the process by which the 
Engineered Standards/Delivery Redesign project chose which city routes from which to 
collect data. 

RESPONSE: 

I have reviewed this process to the extent that I have read Mr. Raymond’s testimony 

(USPS-T-13) and supporting documentation that were filed as part of Docket No. 

R2000-1. 
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MPA/USPS-T12-20. Please refer to your Testimony at page 35, lines 4-6, at which YOU 
state that your weighting of the observations for each ES route ‘ensures that each ES 
route properly represents the ZIP code from which it was selected.” 

(a) Please provide all information available to demonstrate that the ZIP codes observed 
are representative of the entire system of routes. 

(b) Please state whether you have attempted to develop sample weights for each of the 
observed ZIP codes. If affirmative, please explain all such attempts. 

RESPONSE: 

(a) The first two rows of the following table show two sets of average possible deliveries 

per route by delivery type category. The first set consists of average possible 

deliveries per route by delivery type just for the 336 ES routes within the 76 five-digit 

ZIP codes included in the ES database. The second set consists of average 

possible deliveries per route for all 166,107 routes in the FY 1997 - Qtr 4 Version of 

the Carrier Route Maintenance File (CRMF). The last two rows of the table show 

corresponding percentages. The percentage in each cell equals the ratio of 

average possible delivery for a given delivery type category over the sum of these 

averages over all such categories. 
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A -Pass i I liv ’ i 

idantial Residential Business Business Business Business 

traliied Other curb NCDBU Centralized Other 
751 1561 3 5 4 35 

Residential Resientiat ReSi 
Routes curb NDCBU Cenl 
336 130 60 
Sampled 
Routes in 
thaES 
Data Base 166,107 105 42 97 203 3 3 3 34 

Routes in 
theFY97- 
Qtr4 
CRMF 
Data Base 
336 20.5% 13.6% 15.5% 32.6% 0.7% 1 .O% 0.9% 7.2% 

Sampled 
Routes in 
the ES 
Data Base 

I-t-H 
166.107 21.5% 6.5% 
Routes in 
theFY97- 
Qtr4 
CRMF 

19.9% 41.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 6.9% 

IData Base 1 I I I I I I I I 

(b) I have not attempted to develop ZIP-Code level weights. 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-21. As to each of the 76 6-D zips that were sampled to develop the 
new Engineered Standards (ES) database, please provide the zip code number and the 
USPS region within which it is located. 

RESPONSE: 

New York Metro 
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-=I 

. -..-_. Iwest h.ra.4 

‘0 INTERROGATORIES OF 
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MPAAJSPS-Tl2-22. As to each of the ten regions, please provide the number of city 
carrier routes where the primary mode of delivery, per ES.CNTL is: 

(a) Foot 

(c) Park & Loop 

(d) Curbline 

(c) Dismount 

(d) Other 

(e) Cannot be determined. 

RESPONSE: 

Please see my response to MPAIUSPS-Tl2-6 (b). 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-23. As to each of the ten regions, please provide the number of city 
carrier routes, per ES.CNTL, classified as: 

(a) Foot 

(b) Park & Loop 

(c) Curbline 

(d) Dismount 

(e) Other 

(fJ Cannot be determined. 

RESPONSE: 

Please see my response to MPAIUSPS-T12-G(c). 
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MPAIUSPS-Tl2-24. As to each of the route delivery modes described in question 22, 
please provide the average number of: 

(a) Residential curb deliveries 

(b) Residential NDCBU deliveries 

(c) Residential centralized deliveries 

(e) Residential other deliveries 

(9 Business curb deliveries 

(g) Business NDCBU deliveries 

(h) Business centralized deliveries 

(i) Business other deliveries. 

RESPONSE: 

I I I I I I I I I I 
Delivery Residential Residential Residential Residential Business Business Business Business 
Mode curb NDCBU Centralized Other ClNb NDCBU Centralized Other 
Curbline I 3391 531 47) 421 81 41 21 21 

Dismount I 661 1101 158’ ‘dn’ at 0, -PI “4 
FM1 I IAl IA1 qsn .II --. 

Other 
Park 8 
Loop 

I IV a cl 

s; ;i 
.-- 224 1 1 ; ;- 
114 110 3 7 7 34 

37 28 85 284 1 2 2 34 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-25. As to each route type identified by you in response to question 
number 23, please also provide the average number of possible: 

(a) Residential curb deliveries 

(b) Residential NDCBU deliveries 

(c) Residential centralized deliveries 

(d) Residential other deliveries 

(e) Business curb deliveries 

(f) Business NDCBU deliveries 

(g) Business centralized deliveries 

(h) Business other deliveries. 

RESPONSE: 
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MPAIUSPS-T12-26. As to each of the 340 ES routes sampled, please provide 

(a) the appropriate “unit.code.” as used on the LR I-163 ES database; 

(b) the USPS region in which it is located; 

(c) per ESCNTL. the number of possible: 

Residential curb deliveries 
: Residential NDCBU deliveries 
. Residential centralized deliveries 
. Residential other deliveries 

Business curb deliveries 
: Business NDCBU deliveries 
. Business centralized deliveries 
. Business other deliveries. 

(d) per ES.CNTL, its primary mode of delivery; 

(e) its type classification by ES.CNTL (as foot, business motorized, 
residential P&L, etc.); and 

(9 its sample weight. 

RESPONSE: 

The requested data are reported in the Excel workbook MPA26.xls, which has been 

included in a new library reference, USPS LR-I-219, to be tiled shortly. Note that the 

four ES routes that were excluded from the calculation of street-time percentages in 

USPS LR-I-159 are listed in the last four rows of this new Excel file. 
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RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS BARON TO INTERROGATORIES OF 
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MPAAJSPS-T12-27. Please provide the ES unit code and route number for the four 
sampled routes which were eliminated from your analysis because they could not be 
located on the City Carrier Route master File. 

RESPONSE: 

These unit codes and route numbers are reported on the Excel workbook MPA26.xls 

which has been included in a new library reference, USPS LR-I-219, to be filed shortly. 

The codes and route numbers for the four missing routes are reported in the last four 

rows of this workbook. 

4.4 
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MPAAJSPS-Tl2-26. Please refer to Library Reference LR-I-159, and therein to the 
description of the ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA set, where it indicates that there were 
24 variables, one of which is route type. Please also refer to Library Reference 
LR I-I 63, and therein, where it states that there are 20 variables and no route type is 
indicated. Please state whether: 

(a) Was there a route-type’variable in the original Engineering Standards (ES) data 
base? 

(b) If so, why it was deleted in LR-I-163? 

RESPONSE: 

(a) Yes 

(b) It was considered less important than the variables that were included in LR-I-163. 
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MPAWSPS-Tl2-29. Please explain, for purposes of designating route type for each 
sampled ES route and processing the ES tallies, whether the ES database designation 
was retained throughout the ES.CNTL SAS run or whether the route type was 
designated by ES.CNTL.SAS, using the route type assigned to the routes in 
ALDRAN.HQ059TOI .CIl-Y.PQFY97. 

RESPONSE: 

ES.CNTL does not use the route type reported for each route on the ES database file 

ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA in order to assign routes to the six STS route-type 

categories. Instead, ES.CNTL defines an alternative route type variable based on 

values for delivery mode and numbers of possible deliveries by type. It obtains these 

delivery mode and possible delivery observations from the data set 

ALDRAN.HQ059TOl.CITY.PQ4FY97. Lines 104 through 122 of the ES.CNTL program 

code allocates ES routes across the six route-type categories based on combinations of 

delivery mode and relative numbers of possible deliveries. These lines can be found on 

page 9 of USPS LR-I-159. 
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MPAkJSPS-T12-30. Please provide the original ES database route-type 
variable for each observed route. 

RESPONSE: 

The following table reports the route type for each ES route as recorded on the ES 

database file ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA. 
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.---.- -...... - _^ I 
ROUlt IYl’tVALUtAS 
REPORTED ON THE ES DATA 
BASE FILE ROUTE TYPE I 

“a. YLYW 

63 32364 67 RES LOOP 
64 32364 96 RES LOO0 
R5 32310 49 RES CURt 

l-4 
c - - --- - ._ ..-- --..- 

3 34616 20 RI 
-J 34616 32 RI 
66 34616 36 RI 
69 34621 55 RI 
90 34621 60 RI 
91 34621 67 RI 

._- -_-._ 
103 39216 6 RES LOOF 
104 45215 56 RES LOOk 
105 45215 60 RES I OOF .- ---. 
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I I I -. 
COUNT ZIP5 ROUTENUMBER AL 

1261 45242 32 RES CURB 
RR R :ES LOOI 
)4!RES CURI 

IIX I nnp 35N t=r: 37 N 

..T 

%~!R’s CUKI 

II% 1 nnp 
y3p’x cuKt 

IIX I nnp 141 IN ..I. ---. 

t21RES LOOP 
333 CURE 

1 

43[R 
1 

45242 49R 

54R 
I 1411 45242 57 Rts CUKt3 

56R 

.-- --. .- 
MIRES LOOP 
._ --- -. .-- I 2 

ES CURB I 3 

!ES CURB 3 
.-- -. .-- ..I 

I 3 

!FR I MP 2 .-- ---. 
35jRES LOOI 

-!FS I nm 

3 I 2 
I 5 
3 I 2 
> 2 

LES LOOP 
!ES CURB 
11x LOOP 

!ES LO61 

B I 3 
D 2 -,. 

145249 451Rtis LOOI-’ 
I QQl ~~~ ,RES LOOP 

;;)IREs ~00~ 
26JvlJI-p 
-- --- 

147604 60 KtS 

49 F 
16 F 
55F 
56F 

170 46043 10 RIZS LUU~ 

42F-~ ~~~~~ 171 46644 
172 46045 6F 
173 46045 15 F 

LOOP 2 
IES CURB 3 
IES CURB 3 
IES LOOP 2 
1ES CURB 3 
.--. --- 2 
IEB CURB 3 
IES CURB 3 
tES CURB 3 
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ROUTE TYPE VALUE AS 
REPORTED ON THE ES DATA 
BASE FILE ROUTE TYPE 

COUNT ZIP 5 ROUTE NUMBER ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA CODE 

i LOOP 2 
> 2 
3 2 

174 46164 4 REI 
175 46164 5 RES LOOI 
176 46164 6 RES LOOI 

34 RES LOOI 

2161 761191 1 IRES CURE 
2191 761191 131RES 
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ROUTE TYPE 
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ROUTE TYPE VALUE AS 
REPORTED ON THE ES DATA 
BASE FILE ROUTE TYPE 

COUNT ZIP 5 ROUTE NUMBER ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA CODE 

-*’ “‘$11 I I IFOOT 1 
,A A ,.*,-s,. ^. .- 

3 3 
ES CURE 

n’ ---01 24)R 
“1 

2 

-_- ____- 
2991 960021 451RES LOOI 
3001 m21 46lRES CURI 

2 
2 49 R 

141 86002 50 w, 
51 am-m:! 51 RI 

;wo WUUL 52 Rta LVV 
307 96062 53 RES LOOr 
306 96002 54 RES LOOF 
309 96002 55 RES LOOr 
310 96002 56 RES LOOF 
311 96002 -- -c 

7 

.- ---_’ 
Dlpws LOOP 

2 
2 
2 
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I I I IROUTE TYPE VALUE AS I 
I I I IREPORTED ON THE Es DATA 

;E FILE ROUTE TYPE 
)RAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA CODE I 

BAZ 
COUNT ZIP 5 ROUTE NUMBER ALC 

3171 c4m-M-l? 81 IMIX LOOP 
i?--- * 
7 ,. . . 

33z YtmlU 
333 OAR4fl 
334 YU31L 
335 !x3312 

EE 
335 Yu3lZ 
337 
339 95337 
339 98337 
340 9833i 

983371 qnts Lwr 
RIR! 
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MPA/USPS-TP-31. Please identify the other variables in 
ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA set that were not included in LR-I-163. 

RESPONSE: 

The variables on ALDRAN.FOS.STS.SAS.DATA that are not in LR-l-163 are as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

6. 

9. 

ZIP3 

ZIP2 

ZIP5 

State 

City 

Subcode (a code indicating whether the carrier was present) 

Subpres (a notation indicating whether the carrier was present) 

Rtype (route type name according to the ES data base) 

Rtcode (route type code assigned to a given value for Rtype: 1 = mix curb, 
2 = mix loop, 3 = residential curb, 4 = foot, 5 = residential loop, 6 = business 
motorized) 
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MPAAJSPS-T12-36. For purposes of ALDRAN.HQ059TOI CITY.PQ4FY97, please 
state the definition of “phantom route.” 

RESPONSE: 

Phantom route is a term that describes a special number assigned to a specific 

multidelivery segment within a city carrier letter route. This route segment is separately 

identified for purposes of incoming primary or secondary distribution. A typical example ** 

is an individual firm holdout or apartment building. 
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I, Donald M. Baron, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing answers are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. I* 
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I hereby certify that I have this day served the foregoing document upon all 

participants of record in this proceeding in accordance with section 12 of the Rules of 

Practice. 

475 L’Enfant Plaza West, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20260-l 137 
March 3,200O 


